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and he ordained over again, as deposed irom their orders, 
all whom he (Formosus) had ordained."* 

That all this really was done by Pope Stephen VI. to 
the dead body of his predecessor, Pope Fonnosos, is past 
all reasonable doubt ; for it is not only related by Loitprand 
who wrote so soon after Stephen's time, bat we have an- 
other account written by Anxilius, who was himself or- 
dained a priest by Pope Formosus,t who relates exactly 
the same story, except that he says that Pope Stephen only 
cat off Iwo fingers of the right hand ; in all which, he says, 
Pope Stephen acted like a wild beast, unmindful of hn- 
manity ; and he observes that the Lord did not say, what- 
ever you shall bind under the earth or under the river, 
shall be bound in heaven! — Book ii. ch. 30. 

The object of cutting off the dead Pope's fingers is not 
very clear to ns. Why did not the live Pope cut off the 
dead Pope's head ?t Why not the toe which all the world 
had been kissing? Why did he not, at least, cut off oH 
his fingers while he was about it ? Was it from modera- 
tion ? or was there any special reason for it ? Some say 
that these three fingers were used in benediction and ordi- 
nation ; in which case, catting them off would, of course, 
disable the dead Pope from ordiiining any more; but could 
scarcely be supposed to affect what he had done while 
living. But, then, it seems strange that Auxilios, who was 
himself orSained by Formosus, should speak of only two fin- 
gers. If bat one had been cut, we might have thought it 
was done to get off " the fisherman's ring ;" and, indeed, 
the Roman Council under Pope John IX., which con- 
demned the acts of Stephen, expressly says that plunder 
was the object of the whole proceeding.! 

We mast return to the account in Labbe and Cossart, 
who proceed thus with Luitprand's story — "Of how great 
authority and how religious Pope Formosus was, we can 
gather from this, since, when he was afterwards found by 
fishermen and carried to the Church of the blessed Prince 
of the Apostles, certain images of the saints, with venera- 
tion, saluted him, placed in his coffin ; for this I have very 
often heard from most religious men of the city of Bome."|| 

We should have thought that this miracle would have 
settled the question, whether the ordinations performed by 
Pope Formosus were to be considered null, and to be 
repeated; but we shall see presently that the question 
continued to rage for seventeen years after, and that 
different Popes decided it in opposite ways. But to return 
again to the life of Pope Stephen VI. ; it goes on to say— 
"Pope Stephen added crime to crime, when in a synod 
which he collected, he approved the nefarious, impious, and 
detestable act. For the stones themselves, execrating such 
a monstrosity, then cried out with their own voice by 
knocking against each other, that they wotild more wil- 
lingly suffer spontaneous i-uin, than that the Boman 
Church should remain depressed by so great a scandal. 
It happened, then, that the sacred Basilica of the 
Lateran, the principal seat of the Pope, fell prostrate from 
the altar to the door, an evil angel striking it," because the 
walls were by no means able to stand, when the first rock 
of the hinge was shaken by the earthquake of so great a 
crime. "K 

The life in Labbe and Cossart goes on to say, that " the 
heretics of our time (the Protestants) on account of that 
impious act, wickedly rise up against the promises of Christ 
made to Peter and the Church, and boasting too much of 
victory, triumph too soon."** We give now the defence of 
these most learned men against the triumph of the Protes- 
tants, and let us see if it be satisfactory : " For all things, 
which Stephen said or did against Formosus, he did as' a 
man struck with madness, hilfiUing what his raging fury 
suggested. But he defined nothing against faith or good 
morals by pontifical authority lawfully obtained. For the 
bishops and presbyters who were summoned to a synod 
about this matter, being not unlike to Stephen, persecuted 
Formosus with like hatred, and, therefore, pronounced for 

* Quo constituto, ut impius. doctriuanimqQe sanctanim inscius, 
Formosnm escpnlcro extrahl, atqne in sede ponUflcatns sacerdotalibus 
vestimentia indutiim coUocari prajcepit, cui et ait ; " Cum Portuensis 
esses episcopus, cur ambitionis spiritu RomaQam nniversalem sedem 
luurpasti?" His expletis, sacratis exiitum vustlmentis, digitisque 
tribus abscissis, inTyberim jactari pra?cepit, cunctosqae qiioa ipse ordi- 
naverat, gradil proprio depositos, iterum ordinavit. 

t The 5W0 boolEs of Auxiliiis in defence of the ordinations of Pope 
Formosns are printed in Morions de Sacr. Ordin., part li., p. 233. 
Antwerp, 1695. Few works of that ape are written with so mucli 
learning and good sense as these of Anxilius. 

_** IfPIatina, w)io was Iceeppr of the Vatican Library, nndor Pope 
Sixtus IV, is to be believed, Pope SerKius 111, who a second time 
annalled the acts of Pop« Fonnoaiia, tiad his body also a second time 
exhnmed, and actnally did cut off his head, and tlirew his body again 
intothe Tiber !!— See Platina De Vitls Pontiacnm, p. 116, Ed. optima, 
1629. 

5 Sub ftBdera conspirationis ad capiendam Thesaurnm, corpus illius 
trahentee, ic— Labbe and Coss., vol. ix , p. 505. Can. 3. Ed. ParU, 
1671. ' 

II Quants autem auctoritatis, qnantteqne rellgionis Papa Formosns 
fueflt, hlnc colligere possumus, quonlam dnra a piscatoriba<) poatmo- 
dum esset inventus, atque ad bcati apostoiorum prlncipis ecclesiam de- 
portatus, sanctorum qusedam imagines hunc in loculo posltum venera- 
biliter salntarunt Boc uamque a religiosissimis Romanae urbls viria 
persoipe audivi. 

T Addidit culpam culpte Stephanos Papa, quando collecta synodo, ne- 
farium, impium, et detestandiim facinus approbnyit, Ipsi enim la- 
pides ule portentum exccrati. sna tunc Toce mutua coIHsione clama- 
runt, spontaneam iibentius pati ruinam, quam ut Komana ecclesta 
tanto scaudalo depressa mancret. Acctdit tunc ut sacrosancta Hasilica 
Lateranensis, primaria pontiflcia sedes, impulsoro angelo malo, ab altar! 
usque ad portas prostrata corrueret, quia nequaquam stare poterant 
pirietea, dnm prima cardlnis petra tanti facinoris terrae motn concusaa 
loisset. 

•• Hieretici nostri temporij .... contra proraissiones Christl 
Petro et eccleala! factaa, propter illud factnm impium male Insargnnt 
et prsmature nimla de victoria gloiiantet triumphnm agunt. 



that sentence which they knew would be agreeable to a man 
struck with madness. From whence we acknowledge, 
indeed, a violent tyranny in fact in this matter ; but we 
confidently deny that an error in faith was defined or 
approved by Stephen lawfully obtaining pontificial au- 
thority ; although it would in no way prejudice the 
apostolic See, if we should grant that an nsnrper, not law- 
fully elected, but an intrusive false Pope had erred in 
afiirming articles of faith."* 

The force of the defence lies in this — ^first, that Stephen 
VI. was a madman, and not lawfully Pope ; and, secondly, 
that he defined nothing against faith or good, morals. * 

As to the first, it is a common and an easy device, when 
a Pope is convicted of infamous crimes, or sacrilege, or 
error in faith, to say, " Oh, that man was no lawful Pope; 
he got the Popedom by tyranny or bribery, or even by 
worse means, and, of com^e, the powers of a true and lawful 
Pope are not to be expected in lum." We shall have many 
instances to show, in which Boman Catholics are driven to 
set up this defence and excuse for the doings of their Popes. 

But is not this the great argument in support of the 
claims of the Popes — "that it is impossible to believe that 
God would have left his Church without a visible head, a 
living and speaking judge, in the place of Christ, whom all 
might safely follow in the confidence of faith?" And is it 
not still harder to believe that God should profess and un- 
dertake to give his Church such a head and judge, and yet 
leave the Church liable to be deceived by a false head — to 
be imposed on by a madman, who was no lawful Pope, 
and led by him into wholesale sacrilege about the so- 
called sacrament of orders 1 If the Church cannot distin- 
guish between a true and a false head, where is her security 
in having a visible head ? 

Now, this very account of Pope Stephen in Labbe and 
Cossart, which sets up this defence, that Stephen was no 
lawful Pope, does also say (as we have shoivn above) that 
" the whole clergy approved of him, and the whole Catholic 
Church acknowledged him as the Vicar of Christ and the 
successor of Peter;", and the accovmt concludes by saying, 
'•'after he had held the apostolic See six years, being 
strangled in prison, he closed his life by an infamous death, 
God being the avenger. "t Was not this a great security to 
the Catholic Church, to be for six years looking up to a 
sacrilegious madman, who actually filled the place of the 
Pope, bat who was no lawful Pope— mistaking him for the 
Vicar of Christ and true head of the Church ? 

This is what Roman Catholics tell us themselves. And 
then they ask us how we can dare to suppose that God 
would leave his Church without a visible head, a living and 
speaking judge in the place of Christ? 

And to this we reply, that if God had undertaken to 
provide such a head. He would not have let it become a 
delusion and a snare, such as we have it proved by Boman 
Catholic authority that this Pope Stephen was. 

But how do Labbe and Cossart know that this Stephen 
was not a lawful Pope? The whole Catholic Church 
thought that he was— nay, Pope John IX., who succeeded 
soon after, and whom all Boman Catholics acknowledge 
as a lawful Pope, thought so too ; for he held a council at 
Bome in the year 904, to reverse the proceedings of Pope 
Stephen and his council against Formosus; and that coun- 
cil of Pope John commences thus — "We wholly repeal 
the council celebrated in the time of Pope Stephen VI., of 
PIOUS MEMORY — to wit, OUR PREDECESSOR — in which the 
venerable body of the venerable Pope Formosus was dragged 
through the land iirom its violated sepulchre, . ..." J 

Clearly, then, the Church at that time, even when it had 
a Pope whom Roman Catholics now think was a lawful 
head, did not find out its mistake about Pope Stephen ; for 
the lawful successor, even when repealing Pope Stephen's 
acts, acknowledged him as a lawful Pope. 

To say he was not a lawful Pope is a mere afterthought 
to get out of a difficulty, and one which Boman Catholics 
of the present day are not agreed about; for Bishop Milner, 
in his End of Controversy (Letter xx\Tii., centuiy ix.), 
thus gives the list of the Popes—" . . . John VIII., 
Marinas, Adrian IIL, Stephen VI., Formosus, Stephen 
VII.,§ Bomanus, Theodore II., John IX., Benedict IV., 
Leo v., Christopher, and Sergius III." 

The stcoND point in the defence of Labbe and Cossart 
against " the heretics," is that Pope Stephen VI. defined 
nothing contrary to faith or good morals. It is confessed 
by Labbe and Cossart themselves, that Pope Stephen VI. 
did commit sacrilege in decreeing that persons who had 



Omnia enim qux Stephanus contra Formosnm dixit vel egit, homo 
furore percitns egit, implens id quod ejastuaus rabies suasit. Ponti- 
flcia vcro auctoritate ICKitime usiirpata nihil contra Udem vel bonos 
mores delinivit. Nam qui hac de causa art svnodum convocati sunt 
episcopi et presbyieri Stcphano non dissimiles, simili odio Formosum 
prosequebanlur, adeoque in eandem sententiam pronuntiarunt, 
quam homini furore percilo gratam fore prtesciebant. Unde hac In re 
vinlenta'n qnidera tyrannidcm in facto asnoscitnus. errorem autem 
in fide per Stephanum ponliflciam auctoritate™ logilime usurpantem 
dtflnitum vel approbatum fuisse constanttr pernesamns; quamquam 
nihil stdi apostolicae praejadicaretur, si darenius inraaorem non legi- 
time electuiu, sed intrusum paeudopontillcem in articulls fldelasseren- 
dis aberrasse. 

t rostquam sedem apostolicam sex annis tennisset.ineodemearcere 
strantiulatns, Deo viiidice, exitn infami vitam clausit. 

X Svnodum tempore piae recordatiorjis sexti Stephani pape, deces- 
soris videlicet nostri celebratam, in quam veiierabile corpus Foimosi 
venerandipapiE, desepiiltura violata per terram tractumeat, . . . 
penitus abdicamos.— Labbe and Coas , vol. ix., p. 5112. 

§ This is the same Stephen, called Stephen VI. by Labbe and Cos- 
sart. as observed ina forceoingnote; another proof, as we there re- 
marked, that the Roman Cliiirch liasno certain means of saying of any 
porucular Pope, wheWier he be a true iiead of the Church or not. 



been lawfiilly ordained should be ordained over again ; 
and, we ask, is not sacrilege, at least, contrary to good 
morals? But was not this sacrilege also contrary to 
the Boman faith as now held? This is certainly a 
' hard thing to urge against Roman Catholics ; because 
their religion, being formed, from time to time, by additions 
and inventions of men, is not the same in one age which it 
becomes in another ; and it is hard to expect Popes of the 
9th century to decide according to what their religion 
was to be in the 19th. But while Roman Catholics conti- 
nue to assert that their rehgion has been the same in all 
ages, we most continue to show them the falsehood of thi( 
assertion. 

It is confessed that Pope Stephen did decree that all who 
had been ordained by his predecessor. Pope Formosus, should 
be ordained over again. The Council of Trent declared that 
three of the sacraments of the Boman Church, Baptism, 
Confirmation, and Orders, cannot be repeated.* It has ever 
since been held that it is sacrilege, and contrary to the true 
Roman faith about the sacraments, to ordain over again 
those who have once been ordained. But all now acknow- 
ledge that those whom Formosus ordained were really 
ordained ; yet Pope Stephen and his council decreed that 
they shoiUd be ordained over again, contrary to the Roman 
doctrine, as now held about the sacraments. And Auxilius, 
who was ordained by Formosns, tells us (Book ii. c. 9) 
that " a great multitude of bishops, priests, and deacons" 
were so ordained over again. Pope Stephen VI. did, 
therefore, err in the Boman faith concerning the sacrament 
of orders; and he led "the whole Catholic Church," who 
followed him "as the vicar of Christ," into wholesale 
sacrilege about "the sacrament of orders;" and it was, 
indeed, a question of faith, that the live Pope and the 
dead Pope were then catting off each other's fingers about. 
And yet we feel that it is rather hard to urge this against 
Pope Stephen VI., when we consider what has been said 
about this ^ery case by Father Morinus, the most learned 
authority of the Church of Bome in the matter of ordina- 
tion — " It had not yet passed into a thing settled, and an 
AXIOM OF THE CATHOLIC FAITH, that whatever ordination 
performed according to the rites of the Church, and by a 
bishop ordained according to those rites, was valid, and in 
no case to be repeated, "t So this poor madman. Pope 
Stephen VI., only erred in not knowing what " the axioms 
of the Catholic faith" might turn oat to be 600 years after ! 
If he was a Pope, he was, at least, no prophet ! It is hard 
to blame him ; but we commend this to the consideration 
of those modern Boman Catholics who still think that 
" the axioms of the Catholic faith," have been the same in 
the Chnrch of Bome in all ages. Clearly it was not so 
about " the sacrament of orders." 

One word now about the history of this question about 
the ordinations of Pope Formosus. 

About the year 896, Pope Stephen VI., and his council 
at Rome, ordered all those ordained by Formosns, to be 
ordained over again. 

In the year 904, Pope John IX., and his council at 
Rome, repealed all that Pope Stephen and his council had 
decreed. Benedict IV., Leo V., and Christophorus kept 
this decree unchanged. | 

About the year 900, Pope Sergius III. renewed the 
decree that the ordinations of Pope Formosns were to be 
repeated. — Labbe and Coss., vol. ix., p. 517. 

How long this decree of Pope Sergius III. held good we 
cannot tell. The following Popes seem too deeply sunk in 
wickedness to trouble their heads about ordinations. But 
Morinus says, "this controversy afilicted the Church about 
seventeen years." — Part iii., cap. 3., p. 69. And that, 
although Luitprand says, that at the very beginning of the 
controversy the images of the saints interfered to try and 
settle it, by bowing down to Pope Formosus in his coflin ! 

We commend it to Boman Catholics to consider, " where 
was the head of the Church, and the living and speaking 
judge in place of Christ, during the pontificate of Pope 
Stephen VI. ?'' Even if this were a solitary instance, it is 
yet enough to disprove the notion that God must always 
have given such a head to the Church. But we warn 
them it is not a solitary instance. 

We purpose proceeding with the history of the Popes in 
our next number, and we fear the result will still further 
horrify those who still try to believe that the Papacy was 
instituted by God, and that the Pope is the inheritor of the 
promises made to the Chtirch. 



THE SUCCESSION OF ST. PATBICK. 
In our humbcr for last August, we published an article 

" ON THE SUCCESSION OF THE IRISH BISHOPS." At the 

end of that article we said, " whether Boman Catholics can 
show a clear succession in the Archbishopric of Armagh, 
the See of St. Patrick, wo will put to the proof in our next 
number. We will give the succession of the archbishops 
of Armagh down from Primate Cromer, who was Arch- 
bishop of Armagh in 1330, before the Reformation. We 
now call on all Roman Catholic archbishops in Ireland 

* Session vil., canon 9. 

t Nondum enim in rem_ judicatam transierat, et in Jidei CathoHcte 
axioina, quamlibet ordinationem secundnra ecciesiaa ritum ab episcopo 
secundum eundem ritum ordinato. celebratam, validam esse, et nnllo 
casu iterandam.— Murinus de Sacris ordioattonibua, part ii., p. 283, 
Antwerp, 1695. 

t Platina says that Pope Romsni», also, abrogated the acts of 
Stephen ; and Pope Theodore II. restored the acts of Fotmosoa. — Ut 
SaprjL, p. 114. 
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(iWinrWIj Ti flwin). oil tSi Homuf CathoHe bishop 
pima, and lafmen, t» send oa-^liglof Koaiaa Cttholie 
aMhbidiapKin raoceasMit &sm Prinutte Croiner, with tbe 
dttei of th» vamnews and appointments, and the proofs of 
Mwh ff iiBy^sDdi list should be sent tons, wei will pablish 
i^^aids by side,, with our owa list ; if aa sueh list sfaouldbe! 
Mnt: iaim, Boraan Catholics may well snspect th&t it is as 
gKSCa piBzte to make ont « Boman Catholic succession in 
Annagfa, as: in Dublin. We have now pnt this question 
is a portion in which it may be fairly examined and disi- 
caae#; aai watcost omr readers will look with interest 

We now appeal to onr Roman Catholic readers, whether 
tkatpneposal wasnot aiiiif one on onr part — whether it 
^wnW not haw been the most satisfactory way to have 
llatomtnuHiessusis {daced side by side, that the; might be 
f— wriaart and compared together? 

We arently regret that it is not in our power now to 
place tne tNvo successions side by side ; bat the fact is, that 
\m Boman Catholic has ventured to send ns a list of the 
succession of their archbishops in the chair of St. Patrick ; 
and that, althoagh we have waited a second month for it. 

We are not surprised— for it is our conviction that no 
Roman Catholic can give us such a list as wonld stand 
examination. But we think such a fact must be either 
humiliating or instractive to Boman Ciitbulics, who 
have been so long accustomed to hear their priests and 
bishops boasting of their succession from St. Patrick. 
We wish this fact to be Instructive to them, and not 
humiliating; for no man is really humbled by learning 
an important fact, but the contrary. We, therefore, call 
again on all candid Koman Catholics to inquire of their 
priests, whether a list of their archbishops of Armagh 
can be given, sliowing their succession from St. Pajrick, 
or from Prim.ite Cromer, who was Archbishop of Armagh 
before the Ecformalion. 

In the meantime, nil we can do is to give what we 
believe to be the true succession of Archbishops of Armagh, 
from Primate Cromer, which we take from Sir James 
Ware's learned work on the Irish bishops* It will then 
be for Roman Catholics, if they can, to give us what they 
consider the true succession. 



George Cromer 
George Dowdall 



Htif;h Onodacre . 
George Dowdall . 



Adam Loftos 



Thom^a Lancaster , , 
John Ijtntt ..... 
.lohn Garvey .... 
Ilenr>' U!*her .... 
ChriBtoyiher Hampton . 
Jair.eH UsIut .... 
John Briimhall . . , 
.jRnies Marcctson . . 
Mlcli.iel Boyle .... 
Narcifttus M^trsh . . . 
Thoma..* Lyndsay . . . 
llaKh Boulter. . . . 
John lloadly .... 
Gcortje Stone .... 
Hichaid Rfibinson . . 
William Newcome . . 
WiUidm Stuart . . . 
Lord John G. Beresford. 



When each 
succeedfd. 



A.D. 1522 . . 
IH3 . . . 

Feb., 1S'..1. . 

Restort'd .Mar. 

15S4 . . . 

.March, IS63 . 

June, 1&S)1 . 
July, 1.'>S4 . 
Miy, 1589 . 
Alltnist. l')95 
M»y, IMS . 
March, 162S . 
Januiiry, HJ'*il 
AueuHt, ll>t:3 
.Tanuitrv. l*;79 
Ffb., 1703 . 
Mav, 1714. . 
ITH . . . . 
1742. . , . 
1747. . . . 
176.'>. . . . 
lV9.i. . . . 



Wlien each died, or 
otherwise vacated. 



two. 
! ISi'i. 



Died, 1543. 
Aband>>ned the see, 

October, l.Vil. 
Bled, May, IS63. 

j Died, AnsTOt, 1558 

TraDslated to Dub- 
lin. Aiienst, I5«7. 
Died, 1584. 
Died, 1.189. 
Died, March, 1-9S. 
nied, April, 1813. 
Difd, January, 162!S. 
March. ICtili. 
June, less. 
August, I(i78. 
December, 170-2. 
Norember, 1713. 
Juy. 1724. 
Died, Sept., 1742. 
Died. .July, 1746. 
Di«l. Dec., 1764. 
Died, October, 1794. 
Pled Jannan-, 180O. 
Died, 1823. 



Now, if Roman Catholics can do for themsielves what 
we have done here, let them do so ; and we will be readv 
to publish their list, and to compare the two successions'; 
but if they cannot venture to do it, will they attempt hero- 
after to boast of their succession from St. Patrick ? 

We shall proceed to give the succession in the See of 
Dublin next. 



TALK OF THE ROAD.— No. XXV. 
"Pat, I have got something new to talk about," said 
Jem, ptilling a roll of paper out of his pocket. 

"Let us see it, Jem," said Pat. So Jem unrolled the 
paper, and showed a beautiful picture, with fine, bright 
colours in it. 

So said Pat, " what is it at nil, Jem ?" 

" Don't you see for yourself Pat V" said Jem. 

" Why, then, if it isn't the souls in Purgatorv]" said 
Pat. 

" 'Deed and it isn't then ; you're out for this time," said 
Jem ; " so look again, Pat." 

So Pat looked again ; " and what else can von make of 
it at all ?" said Pat. 

" The bodies in purgatory," said Jem. 

"Well, sure enough, it is," said Pat; "snre enough 
them's b.>dics ; them can't he souls anyway. But isn't it 
mostly soufs that goes to Purgatory?" said Pat, a little 
puzzled. 

" Well, I never heard tell of any but sonls go-ng there, 
if so be they go there at all," said Jem ; " but you see 
yoarself it's bodies that is in it." 

" Sure enough it is, Jem," said Pat ; " and my ! but 
they're the purty creatures, them women, just lllEe real 

• We givethe dates according to the new style. 



ladies! I wonder what t^y done, at aJIto bring them 
there ? Wonld they be bad womeir, now 7" said Pitt. 

" WeB, yo» know Pat," said Jon, " that eooldn't-be ; 
Ibr doesn't the catechism aay that them that dies iit mortal 
tin ^KB tar bell for all eternity, and not to Purgatory ?" 

" Aye," said Pat ; " hot doesn't the catechism say, too, 
that them that gets their mortal sin, and the gvilt of it, 
forgiven in this worid, has still to go to Purgatory, for a 
time, to get the stains washed out of them before tney can 
go to heaven, where nothing defiled can enter? and 
might'nt it be that way they got there ?" 

"Well, maybe so, said Jem, "if so be that them 
that's foi^ren goes there at all. But when Jesns Christ 
said to the woman that was a sinner, thg sins are forgiven 
thee ; and when he allowed her to wash his feet with her 
tears, and wipe them with the hair of her head, and, more 
than ail, when he finished with her hj saying, thg faith 
hath saved thee, ao rN peace, did he jnst mean to bid her 
go to Purgatory ? or was that the meaning she took out 
of it?'" 

" Well, Jem," said Pat, " Pm thinking if Jesus Christ 
had just took and shown her tbat picture, she would'nt 
have gone in peace anyway." 

" I m thinking so, too," said Jem; " and that when the 
Blessed Lord said them blessed words to the woman that 
was a sinner, he didn't mean the picture at all ; and it's 
hard to think that them that's forgiven by him will ever 
come to the like of what's in that picture." 

" Well, if they was ever so bad," said Pat, " sure it 
would be only commonly decent, with their purty, white 
skins, and the beautiful hair flowing down on their backs, to 
put a bit of a shift on them itself when their pictures was 
going to be took in Purgatory." 

" Man ."ilive," said .Tem, "what good wonld that be? 
sure look at the long flames just curling up all round 
them, and would'nt the shift be burned off them afore 
you could look round ?" 

"Well, I don't know for that," said Pat; "sure there 
isn't so much as the sign of a scorch on their beautiful 
skins ; and why couldn't the shift stand it as well ? Don't 
you mind in the Book of Daniel, when the wicked king 
put the three men in the fire, because they would not wor- 
ship tbe golden image, the fire couldn't hurt their clothes 
no more than themselves."t 

" Well, sure enough," said Jem, " the picture looks a 
deal more like people that the fire couldn't hurt at all, 
than like people it could hurt ; and that being the way, 
they might as well have their clothes on, and I'm thinking 
it might be better too in the picture ; for you know your- 
self, Pat, there's many a young boy that cares little for 
Pnrgatory, that would buy that picture just for the bad 
thoughts that could be took out of it." 

" Well, there's some in the picture dressed fine enough, 
anyway," said Pat ; " who would they be now ?" 

" Sure them's the angels taking the souls out of Pur- 
gatory, ' said Jem ; " don't you see the wings on them." 

" Well, that's the elegant dress on that angel," said 
Pat ; " that's the beautiful green bedgown, and the purtiest 
red petticoat ever I seen. Sure the finest lass at a fair 
would be proud to be an angel, to wear such a bedgown 
and petticoat I" 

"'Deed and she might," said Jem; "but sure a girl 
that wore tlic like of that would, at least, have the shoes 
on her arm going to a fair or a market."' 

" But what's this, at all, at the top," said Pat, " with 
all the bright light about it ? Well, it's the cross and a 
lamb on it. Won't that be Jesus, now?" 

"That's what it's meant for," said Jem ; " the lamb of 
God that taketh away the sins of the world ;t and don't 
you see the blood running from its throat, and the angols 
catching the blood in golden cups, and pouring it out on 
the people in Purgatory." 

"And is it the blood of Christ and not tbe fire, after all, 
that cleanses them that's in Purgatory ?" said Pat ; " and 
is it only waiting in the fire they are till they get the 
blood of Christ ? didn't I think that sins were forgiven in 
this life by the blood of Christ, and that them that was 
forgiven had to go to Purgatory to get their stains bleached 
out of their souls by the fire itself? but if it's the blood of 
Christ that cleanses too, what is the fire for at all ?" 

" Well, it's just for to punish them," said Jom. 

"Don't tell ine of punishment for thcni that's forgiven," 
said Pat, " tliat's not reason, and it's not Giispel. Either the 
fire is to cleanse out the stains of the soul, after the sins is 
forgiven, or it's for nothing at all ; and which iloes the 
cleansing, is it the blood of Christ, or is it the lire ?" 

" Well, Pat," said Jem, " the Bil>le tells us of forgive- 
ness of sins, through the blood of Christ ; and it tells us 
just the same of the clransing too. Sure ilue.s'iit it say — 
' How much more shall the blood of Christ, who by the 
Holy Ghost offered himself unspotted unto Gi>d, cle.ansk 
our conscience from dead works, to serve the living God.'§ 
And if the blood of Christ does all, what is the lire for?" 

" Well, Jem," said Pat, " here is the ditfer of the Bible 
and the picture. Both allows that the lilood of Christ 
does it ; but, by the Bible, tlie blood of Christ does it now ; 



• St. LuVe, Tii. 37, to the end. 
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an^ By tfia ptetan, t£e Naod of Cbrttt wan.t.cIiHuiM w 
till we get to Purgatory." 

" Weil, J think that's it," said Jem. " SaM we haiv dw 
Bible and the jHcttire to choose between." 

'*WeU, thank God for having tbe choico anyw^f," 
Mid: Pat, " which I wonder woiJd the Briest» liu as t« 
fcUow?' 

" Well, Fat," said Jem, " I got this pictora in a slu^ 
that had plen^ more, jnst nigh hand to the great Carme- 
lite Charch, ia Tork-row, in Dublin. Sure the pri«els 
like to see it set np in the windows; if they don't like it^ 
why d<m't they stop it? Snre it isn't Protestants sells thati 
And why don't they say a word against it? Why dont 
they warn the people against it, the way they do against 
reading the Bible? Sore tbe priests like the picture well, 
and why would'nt they give it to us for onr religion. I'm 
thinking there is a deal of things in onr religion would be 
better took off it, if any priest would only set abont it." 

" Well, Jem," said Pat, " I thought that last week, 
when I seen Peter M'Kenna baying a horse in Kilcommon 
fair ; and the horse had a big bush of a tail on him, and 
Peter got him cheap, for he ran him down for falling away 
entirely in the hind quarters ; and when Peter got him 
into a yard, he just backed him np to the wrong end of a 
cart, and whipped the big tail off him, and then he stood 
a one-side, and says Peter — 'Now, is'nt that a great addi- 
tion to him entirely.' And thinks I to myself, wonld'nt it 
be a great addition to our religion if it was well docked 
too." 

" Well, never mind tbe horse, Pat," said Jem. " Bat 
snre enough there's a deal to come off onr religion, and 
the mora tbe Bible gets out, the sooner it will be done." 

And the more we hear of the talk of plain people, like 
Pat and Jem, the more hope we have that the Bible will 
get out indeed. 



THE LIFE OF A PRIEST. 
To those who are themselves seeking for truth, 
or desirous of studying the human mind under circnm- 
stances, and, perhaps, struggles similar to their own, a 
truthful narrative of the mental workings of one who 
has made serious sacrifices to what he is convinced is the 
cause of truth, may, perhaps, not be without instruction, 
or, at least, interest. It will be seen, at any rate, in what 
follows, that the writer has not been actuated by any 
momentary impulse, or propelled by any ecclesiasticaJ, 
censures, in taking the course he has Anally adopted ; but 
has been led to his present views by slow degrees, and, 
after long deliberation and a diligent study of that Holy 
Book which all Christians equally acknowledge to be 
the Word of the Living God. 

Guided by such feelings and principles, allow me to 
introduce myself to your notice, and to that of the edu> 
Gated and thinking persons who read the Catholic 
Latman, as a priest who passed his classes, with some 
distinction, in the College of Maynooth, where I 
remained during the period of six years — the three first 
of which were spent in exercises on metaphysics, 
ethics, and mathematics, under the guidance of French 
refVigees ^Sorbonnists), whose literary merit I was then 
unable to appreciate, but who, now that ray judgment 
is matured by years, I have no hesitation in saying, were 
men of unquestionable talent and varied information. 
The other three years were misspent in the quibbling 
casuistry of moral theology. 

During all that time the students were not instructed 
in the Scriptures, e.xcept daring one hour on Sunday, 
by the dean, who was an indifferent scholar, and who 
explained them according to the view of that Church of 
which he was a paid official, invariably enforcing hia 
arguments by reference to decrees and councils, rather 
than to the internal evidence of undoubted inspiration. 

After my course of education was completed, I was 
ordained in due course, and obliged, in one hour after, 
to take up the Breviary, a book replete with the most 
palpable falsehoods that were ever dictated by the pea 
of untruth. It will be sufficient for my justification in 
leaving off reading this book (although taught that I was 
bound to read it, under pain of mortal sin), to point out one 
or two of those fahles. One day, during the infancy of 
Peter of Alcantara, and whilst a baby, under a Spanish 
veranda, a swarm of bees came into the cradle wheto 
the baby was placed, got into his armpit, and brought 
out honey therein ! Another of these flihles is— The Bi- 
shop of Cracow, in Poland, purtdiasud a plotof laii 1 from 
one of tlie public functionaries, to build a chur 'It on. 
In siiiiie lime after, the bishop was called upon tor p'ly. 
mcnt. to which application he replied, that the money 
was already paid, and required but three days to sub- 
stantiate his point. The holy bishop repaired to the 
cemetery, where his man of business had been buried 
ui>w,iriJs of three years, took off his mantle, spread it 
on tbe tomb, and called upon his old friend to come up, 
and, in an iiiistant, he came forth, walked to the magis- 
trate's office, deposed, on oath, that the money was 
paid, went back, and slept in the Lord ! I am induced 
to add another, although at the risk of trespassing on 
the pages of the Catbolic Laymak. A friar wanted 
to cross the Nile, but could not procure a boat. A 
crocodile, seeing tbe holy man's distress, backed in to 
the bank and carried him over in safety I Such are the 
fables that are to be found in that book, which is put 



